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All of the claims were finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Proulx (5,807,462) in view of GrofiF et al. (4,288,463) and Mize et al. 
(4,186,239). This rejection is respectfully traversed for all of the reasons set forth at 
length in Applicant's response dated September 22, 2005 to the last Office Action 
and the Declaration of the Inventor, Richard A. Proulx, filed in support of that 
response. It is respectfully requested that the Examiner reconsider his position in 
view of those arguments. The claims were also rejected under double patenting in 
view of a second Proulx Patent No. 5,814,176 in addition to the same art. It is 
respectfully submitted that for the same reason that the obviousness rejection is not 
well founded, the double patenting rejection should also be withdrawn. Despite the 
traverses of these rejections. Applicant is presently filing a continuation application 
so that the claims can be amended to more particularly emphasize the process of the 
present application as opposed to the product and its intended use. Nevertheless, it 
is beheved that the claims in their present condition adequately define inventive 
subject matter that are not made obvious by the manipulation of bread dough 
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during extrusion in the absence of any teaching that it is possible to twist molten 

monofilament during extrusion to produce the desired shape. 
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